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PROSPECTUS. 
IN publifhing the firft number of The Philobiblion, a few words 


of preliminary ftatement may be neceffary, as to the peculiar 
aim and charatter of the Journal here announced. 

The prattical bufinefs experience of the Publifhers, and their 
{pecial corre{pondence for fome years paft with Librarians, Scholars, 
and Amateur Book Collectors in different parts of the country, 
have led them to believe that an ufeful and important defideratum 
in Literature might be fupplied by combining the obvious utility 
of a priced Monthly Catalogue of a choice felettion of ftandard 
works, with a feries of Literary Effays, and Critical Notices of rare, 
curious, and valuable books. In addition to this {cheme, the Pub- 
lifhers propofe to devote a portion of the pages of Che Philobib- 
lion to a department of “ Notes and Queries,” hoping thereby to 
render it an highly ufeful medium of voluntary communication 
between the ftudents and literary men fcattered throughout the 
country, on all topics of general intereft connetted with literature ; 
and in which liberal freedom of difcuffion will be permitted and 
encouraged. In accordance with this defign, the Publifhers would 
refpectfully folicit contributions to this portion of their Journal. 

Che Philobiblion will be printed on India paper, and publifhed 
monthly at $2.00 a year, invariably in advance. 

All communications fhould be addreffed to the Publithers, 


GEO. P. PHILES & CO., 
No. 51 Nassau Street, N. Y. 
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Walpole’s M15. Notes on Banle. 


(Concluded.) 


Vol. VI. p. £96, Art. Br, Kioper.—He 
was killed in his bed with his Lady by 
the fall of a ftack of chimneys at his 
houfe in Wells, during the great ftorm 
Nov. 26, 1703. 


“Tho the houfe was blown down by a 
ftorm & the Bp. killed in it, Dr. Hooper 
who fucceeded him, fued his heirs for di- 
lapidations & gained his fuit.” " 


[I have heard that Mrs. Kidder was 
found killed in the bed: but the Bifhop 
was a little diftance on the floor. Ken- 
nett. | 


P. 534, Art. Arcn Br, Kinc.—There are 
as many placed in thofe fuperior orders, 
as the fyftem of the univerfe allowed. 
Treatife on the Origin of Evil. 


“Mr. Pope feems to have taken much 
of his Effay on Man from this Syftem.” 


Vol. VIL. p. 91, Art. Pattie Limsorcu.— 
Our Lord chofe to afcend up to heaven 
from a mountain that his apoftles might 
fee him more plainly—: His afcenfion 
was gradual and flow that they might 
have a fuller view of it. 


“What nonfenfe.” 
E 


Che Philobiblion. 


Number 2. 


P. 91.—The belief of a thing feen cannot 


be a virtue, &c. 


“Tt is difficult to comprehend why God 
fhould be pleafed with any man’s believing 
a meflage only becaufe another man has 
related it. An impoftor muft have the 
ftrongeft reafons for encouraging fuch be- 
lief. Were God to tell us anything him- 
felf & we did not believe it he would 
indeed with reafon be difpleafed. Of the 
three great Scripture Virtues I can difcov- 
er no merit but in charity. If a thing is 
credible I cant help believing it. If it is 
incredible I cant believe it. If I fay I do 
I am guilty of a lie or an abfurdity. Hope, 
I mutt, for my own fake, where is there 
any merit to God in that ?” 


[Belief or difbelief can neither be a vir- 
tue or acrime in any one who ufed the 
beft means in his power of being informed ; 
if a propofition is evident, we cannot avoid 
believing it; and where is the merit or 
piety of a neceflary affent? If it is not 
evident we cannot help rejecting it, or 
doubting of it, and where is the crime of not 
performing impoflibilities, or not believing 
what does not appear to us to be true? 


Dr. Whitby’s Laft Thoughts. | 


P. 365, Art. Mayoractus.—Majoragius de- 
ferves a place in the Catalogue of plagia- 
ries, 








“There is nothing lefs reafonable than 
plagiarifm: If you fteal the work of a good 
Author, you are fure of being deteéted—& 
who can think it worth while to fteal from 
a bad Author ?” 


P. 393, Art. Dr. Manpvevitte.—Some Re- 
marks on the Minute Philofopher &c. 
8vo. Lond, 1732. 


“By Lord Hervey.” 


P. 394.—Philemon to Hydafpes—upon the 
Subject of Falfe Religion. 8vo, Lond. 
1737- 

“By Mr. Coventry.” 


[Philemon to Hydafpes ; Relating a Con- 
verfation with Hortenfius upon the Subject 
of Falfe Religion. In which is endeav- 
oured to be fhewn, That the Key to Men’s 
Religious GEconomy is the Obfervation of 
their Natural Temper ;—With a more par- 
ticular Application to the Cafe of an Ex- 
travagant Devotion, 2nd. Ed. Lond. 1738. 
PP: 94- 

Part I1.—In which is afferted the Gen- 
eral Lawfulnefs of Pleafure; and the Ex- 
travagant Severities of Some Religious Syf- 
tems are fhewn to be a direét Contradiétion 
to the Natural Appointment and Conftitu- 
tion of Things. 2nd. Ed. Lond. 1740. pp. 
105. 

Part III.—In which Some General Ac- 
count is endeavoured to be given of the 
Rife and Conftitution of Falfe Theory in 
Religion in the Earlier Pagan World. 
Lond. 1739. pp. 93. 

Part I1V.—A continuation of the Sub- 
je&t of Part III. Lond. 1741. pp. 135. 

Part V.—In which the Origin and Prog- 
refs of the Rite of Sacrifice in Antiquity is 
particularly Confidered. Lond. 1744. pp. 
112. 

Head pieces to Parts II. III. and IV. 
engraved by Gravelot. 
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William Cole in Reftituta Vol. IIL. p. 
50, Says: ““A man of good Eftate: part 
of it in the Ifle of Ely. I ufed to be much 
with him at Dr. Middleton’s and Mr. Hor- 
ace Walpole’s. When he firft came to the 
Univerfity, he was of a religious enthufi- 
aftic turn of mind ; as was Mr. H. W. alfo, 
even fo much as to go with Afhton his then 
great friend, and now Fellow of Eton, to 
pray with the prifoners in the Caftle: af- 
terwards both Mr. Coventry and Mr. W. 
took to the infidel fide of the queftion. I 
believe Mr. Coventry was fomewhat difor- 
dered in his intelleéts before his death. He 
ufed to drefs remarkably gay, with much 
gold lace; had a moft prominent Roman 
nofe ; was I think, a baftar@ fon of an ‘Earl 
of Coventry, at leaft in a baftard line; and 
was much of a gentleman. Author of Phil- 
emon to Hydafpes. He was uncle to the 
Author of Pompey the Little who was a 
Clergyman, and died young.” 


P. 504, Art, AkrHur Maynwarinc.—Four 
Letters to a Friend in North Britain, 
written upon the publifhing Dr, Sache- 
verell’s Trial. 


“Thefe four Letters were wrote by Sr. 
Robert Walpole. H. W.” 


P. 717.—Joan I. Queen of Naples, Bran- 
tome adds the Princefs might have loved 
not Boccaccio’s body but his noble foul 
as he had feen feveral beautiful ladies 
love many learned men. Whereupon 
he relates the anfwer which a Dauphin’s 
fpoufe made who had kiffed a poet | Alain 
Chartier] while afleep. 


“* Margaret Princefs of Scotland and firft 
wife of Lewis XI.” 


Vol. VIII. p. 117, Art. Mary ve Papn- 
La, Mistress oF PETER THE CRUEL.— 
Her children were educated as heirs ap- 
parent to the Crown. 





uf 


ms - eh et Sst SCD 








an, 


part 
uch 
lor- 
the 
ufi- 
Ifo, 
hen 
, to 
af- 


for- 
He 
ach 
lan 
arl 
ind 
hil- 
the 


sa 


our 
‘in, 


he- 


an- 
red 
oul 
lies 
on 


n’s 
ain 








1862. ] 


“John of Gaunt D. of Lancafter who 
married Conftance the eldeft furviving 
Daughter affumed the Title of K. of Caf- 
tile in her pretended right. The Englifh 
writers never mention her illegitimacy: 
Anderson in his genealogical Tables p. 709 
fays that the French out of regard to their 
Blanche of Bourbon reckon Mary de Pa- 
dilla only miftrefs to K. Peter; but that 
after Mary’s death Peter owned Her to 
have been his lawful Wife & produced 
vouchers of their marriage.” The third 
daughter Iffabella, “‘md. Edmund D. of 
York.” 


P. 178, Art. Guy Patin.—A New Col- 
le€tion of Letters of Mr. Guy Patin 
taken from the Study of Mr. Charles 
Spon, 


“They are wretched filly ftuff.” 


P. 188.—He had a noble afpect, a coun- 
tenance grave and compofed, and which 
greatly refembled Ariftotle’s face as we 
find it on an ancient medal. 


“ There are no medals of Ariftotle but 
what are imaginary & ftruck long after his 
time.” 


P. 220, Art. Pauzictans.—I do not fay 
that of his own accord he made all man- 
kind fubject to fin and mifery, when it 
was in his power to make it holy and 
happy. -I fuppofe he confented to this 
only to avoid a greater evil, and as it 
were againft his own inclination. This 


clears him; [the good principle. | 


“This Argument is far from putting the 
Two Principles on a level; on the contra- 
ry it encreafes the power but leffens the 
wifdom of the Evil Principle: the Bad 
Principle would keep all things in confufion 
and mifery, but the Good c’d. not main- 
tain them in tranquillity and happinefs: 
was not the former therefore more power- 
ful? But in the Treaty the wifdom of the 
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good Principle prevailed ; what advantage 
did the Bad Principle obtain by confenting 
that the Good fhould ever-have an oppor- 
tunity of exerting his beneficence? But 
the original Syftem of ‘Two equally omnip- 
otent Principles is moft abfurd. Could the 
Bad Principle be upon an Equality with 
the Good if he were not equally All-Wife? 
& if he were All-Wife would he not love 
Virtue? & if he did would he be the Au- 
thor of Vice?” 


P. 353, Art. Sm Wm. Perry.—To pre- 
vent the ingratitude and backwardnefs 
of men to reward him. 


“Vide, what a vaft Eftate he left, at 
the End of this Article!” [15000 ]. per 
ann. | 


P. 403, Art. Atpertus Picuius.—Let us 
add a French Minifter to thefe two Eng- 
lifhmen; Cardinal Roffenfis &c. 


“I believe this means Fifher Bp. of 
Rochefter who had a Hat coming for him 
when he was beheaded.” 


P. 410, Art. Du Pin.—Befides thefe works, 
he was employed in the later Editions of 
Moreri’s Dictionary. 


“In all 83 volumes befides thofe he af- 
fifted, and republifhed of others# 


P. 455, Art. Martin Potonus.—Dr. Bur- 
net obferves, ‘I do not believe the ftory 
of Pope Joan, having feen in England 
with my own eyes, a manufcript of Mar- 
tinus Polonus one of the moft antient 
authors who ufed to be quoted upon 
that fubjeét, which manufcript feems to 
have been wrote foon after the Author’s 
death and in which that Story is not in 
the text, but only in the margin where 
it is even writ by a different hand from 
that of the text.’ 


“The Story is vety doubtful, yet this 
does not feem a good argument againft the 
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truth of it. The paflage in queftion being 
wrote into Polonuf’s MS, in the margin 
looks as if it were inferted there by fome- 
body who knew the Tradition of the Fe- 
male Pope, which Martinus had omitted 
on purpofe, tho poflibly well known in his 
time. Flor. de Remond having own’d as 
above, that there are fome things added to 
Polonuf’s Hift, which if that Author had 
thought of he would fcarce have wrote 
down. Unlefs the marginal note were in 
a modern hand, which wd. certainly have 
been fpecified, it does not make againft the 
truth of the Hiftory. One ftrong reafon 
for the truth of the Story is, that in what- 
ever author it is found, even in Anaftafius 
who lived in the fame century with this 
contefted Pope, the paflage is always faid 
to be inferted. Suppofing even they were, 
if they were inferted before Polonuf’s time, 
it ftrengthens my remark.” 


P. 556.—They were good papifts who pub- 
lifhed the fcandalous ftory, &c. 


“Tt is certain that the ancient Hiftori- 
ans were much fincerer than the modern, 
& one reafon was, that before Wickliffe, 
they had not the fame apprehenfions of 
furnifhing enemies with fubjeéts to write 
againft the Papacy.” 


P. 457.—There are fome readers fo angry 
and paffionate that they tear off every 
leaf of a book in which they meet with’ 
fomething difgraceful to their Seét. 


**One Fletcher a Jacobite, after every 
diftich in the Difpenfary that compliment- 
ed K. William made a third line to abufe 


him.” 


P. 489, Art. Pore Joan.—While he is 
pleading his own caufe he looks upon 
thofe objections to be very bad which 
he urges as very ftrong arguments when 
he is arguing againft his antagonifts, 


[ Fan. 


“Dr. Geddes in 4th Vol. of his Tracts 
urges this very ftrongly againft Baronius 
where the latter argues for the Tranflation 
of the Houfe of Loretto tho 160 years 
paffed before that fuppofed peregrination 
was once mentioned, V. p. 152-154.” 


P. 492.—For though Luke, Paul, Seneca 
do not say Peter was at Rome it does 
not follow froth thence that he never 
was there, (replies Bellarmine, the ques- 
tion is about a point of Hiftory.) 


“This is not an exact parallel, for the 
writers of thofe Epiftles and Aéts were not 
under the fame obligation to mention all 
St. Peter’s Journies, as a writer of a feries 
of Reigns is not to omit a Reign that in- 
tervenes between any two that he relates.” 


P. 557, Art. Propicus.x—He taught that 
to human gratitude is owing the belief 
of the exiftance of Gods. 


“This is a noble principle & far from 


Atheiftic. What fentiment is fo divine as 
gratitude? It is ingratitude that *makes 
Atheifts,” 


Did not thofe perfons entirely deftroy 
all religion who declared that the doétrine 
or belief of the immaatal Gods was invented 
by politicians to keep thofe men virtuous, 
from principles of religion, whom reafon 
could not reftrain ? 


“This is very different from the fenti- 
ment related above.” 


Art. Propicus, FOUNDER OF THE SECT OF 
Apamites.—Prodicus commanded, wo- 
men to be in common, that is to fay, 
that in the meats called by the primitive 
Chriftians Agape every man fhould en- 
joy a woman as fhe fhould fall in his 
way, when the lights were put out. 
This they called communicating and be- 
ing initiated into the mytftery. 


“« Feafts” [inftead of meats. | 
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P. 663, Art. Perer Ramus.—Beza—told 
him he muft not expect any profefforfhip 
in Geneva :—and that the Univerfity 
was refolved not to permit any fyftem 
but that of Ariftotle. 


“Tho the firft Reformers as it appears 
did not intend to explode Ariftotle’s Phi- 
lofophy, yet it is certain that the Refor- 
mation & the freedom of ftudy & exami- 
nation which it introduced, were the caufe 


of its being exploded.” 


P. 682, Art. Sir Watrer RatecH.—The 
Baffet’s of Umberlegh and Heaton-Court 
in Devonfhire, being defcended from the 
Plantagenets laid fome claim—to the 
crown of England. 


“‘'They had no claim to the crown be- 
ing defcended only from a Baftard fon of 
Edw. 4.” 


Vol. IX. p. 76, Art. Saran; SisTeR AND 
Wire oF AsraHaM.—Sarah continued 
fome time in the houfe of the ravifhers ; 
this is undoubtedly true at leaft with 
regard to the laft rape, fince there was 
time to perceive, that on her account, 
the wombs of all the women in King 
Abimelech’s family were fhut up. 


““If Abimelech were impotent it is no 
wonder that his concubines were barren.” 


P. 77.—Sarah’s beauty continued till the 
age of ninty years. ‘This is proved 
from the zoth Chapter of Genefis, where 
it is faid that Abraham going into the 
country of Gerar would pafs there only 
as Sarah’s brother, which was the reafon 
why King Abimelech fent for her in or- 
der to marry her. She was ninty years 
old when the birth of Ifaac was foretold. 


“* Credo quia improbabile eft. One has 
no notion with a latitude of invention— 
how any Body could invent a Story that 
was fo abfurd—It muft have been true— 
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That is, it is more likely to be true than 
that the inventor of it could expect to have 
it believed.” 


[Fontenelle’s Dialogues on the Plurality 
of Worlds firft rendered me an infidel. 
Chriftianity and a plurality of worlds, are, 
in my opinion, irreconcilable. Indeed, 
one would be puzzled enough to reconcile 
modern difcoveries on this globe alone, 
with any divine revelation, Walpoliana, 


Vol. I. p. 74.] 


P. 242, Art. Srmonipes.—He leffens the 
majefty of God, who thinks he knows 
him; he who is defirous to leffen it, ac- 
knowledges that he does not know him. 
Neither do you feek for a name for God. 
Minutius Felix. " 


“This tranflation is direétly the reverfe 
of the original, but they are both fuch non- 
fenfe that I doubt which is the true read- 
ing.” 


Vol. X. p. 426. Intusrration uron Os- 
sceNniTIES.— The perfection of hiftory is 
when it difpleafes all Seéts and all Na- 
tions, this being a proof that the author 
neither flatters nor fpares any of them, 
and tells the truth to all parties. Many 
readers fwell to fuch a rage when they 
meet with certain particulars that they 
tear out the leaf or write in the margin, 
Knave, thou left and deferveth to be 
well cudgel’d, (I have read fuch words 
written in the margin of fome books: 


Bayle’s Marginal Note 56.) 


“Qu. how will this correfpond with 
what he had laid down in p. 336 that hif- 
tory ought only to be written by appoint- 
ment of the State !” 


OMITTED IN ITS PROPER PLACE, 


Vol. III. p. 46, Art. Wittiam Baurru.— 
He was one of the fineft wits of the 17th 
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Century. He was principally admired 
for his fmart fayings and fine repartees. 


“Here is the Life of a man remarkable 
only for his wit of which not one inftance 
is given, but inftead of it three columns in 
the notes with common place Refleétions 
& Quoiations on the Impoflibility of avoid- 
ing death & thefe fuggefted by the diffi- 
culty of avoiding being a cuckold.” 


BAYLE, 


Who had efcaped the tomb, could wit prevail, 
Or wifdom? Wit and Wifdom anfwer, Bayte. 
Star of a lowering fky, that fhunned the light, 
Still more effulgent from furrounding night ; 
He wielded Luther’s force, without his rage, 
Erafmus and Melanéthon of his age ; 
Young eyes that o’er his ponderous folios pore, 
Deem them too much, yet read and with them 
more ; 

And to that feaft return, divided quite 
Betwixt inftruction, wonder, and delight ; 
Yet he that knew fo much decided naught ; 
Loft in perplexity or depth of thought, 
Holding the key of Truth within his hand, 
On Doubt, her veftibule, behold him ftand, 
And point, like Mofes, to that brighter fpot, 
Purfued, explored, attained, but entered not. 

(T. W. Parfons ?) 


Oliver Maillard. 


Oliver Mailard, a Franciscan monk, was 
born in Brittany, about 1450, and died in 
Touloufe, June 12, 1502. Inheriting as 
his birthright the freedom of fpeech and 
the intrepidity of charaéter for which the 
natives of Brittany are proverbial, he fur- 
paffed all his monkifh contemporaries in 
bold declamation againft the vices and 
abufes of his time. 
the Church, the trade in indulgences, the 


[ ‘Fan. 


prove interefting even after this lapfe of 
centuries, and defpite the difficulties of the 
“‘macaronic” Latin in which they have 
come down to us. He is faid to have of- 
fended Louis XI. by the too great freedom 
of fome of his criticifms. The king fent 
him word that unlefs he forebore he fhould 
be fewn in a fack and thrown into the 
river, ‘T’o this threat Maillard, undaunt- 
ed, replied: ‘Tell him that I will arrive 
in heaven fooner by the water than he will 
by his poft-horfes.” It is alfo told of him 
that in preaching before the Parlement of 
Touloufe upon the fubject of “ the unjutt 
Judges,” he fo greatly offended two of its 
members, to whom perhaps his remarks 
were not wholly inapplicable, that they 
complained to the Archbifhop, who for- 
bid his preaching for atime. Thereupon 
Maillard apologized for his want of difcre- 
tion to the two offended members, and 
took that occafion to defcribe fo vividly 
the fate which awaited impenitent offend- 
ers, that they both of them’ became con- 
verted and changed their worldly ways, 
one of them even going fo far as to become 
a monk himfelf. There are fome charges 
brought againft Maillard of want of politi- 
cal honefty, and of peculation in fome of 
the money tranfactions in which he was 
employed by Charles VIII., to whom he 
was confeffor, but thefe charges are moft 
probably unfounded. Maillard was a¢tive, 
intrepid, dnd untiring, and thefe qualities 
unqueftionably made him a valuable agent 
in the complicated politics of his time, but 
it is inconfiftent with his character to fup- 
pofe him difhoneft. He was one of thofe 
intrepid enthufiafts for v-hat they believe 
to be the truth, who are ¢ften indifcreet, 


The corruptions of who are always flandered and mifunder- 


ftood, but who are not open to the ordi- 


exceflive luxury of the times, the vices of nary littleneffes of felfifh men. ‘Chey have 


fociety, the tyranny of the rulers, are free- 
ly commented on in his fermons with a 
vigor and earneftnefs which cannot but 


their weak fide, but it is not their worldly 
fide. And that this was the cafe with 
Maillard is fhown by the facts of his life. 





[~~ Of FT Oe NA ew 


yan. 


fe of 
f the 
have 
e of- 
>dom 
fent 
ould 
. the 
aunt- 
rrive 
> will 
him 
nt of 
injuit 
of its 
narks 
they 

for- 
upon 
ifcre- 
and 
vidly 
fend- 
con- 
ways, 
come 
arges 
oliti- 
ne of 
. was 
m he 
moft 
étive, 
alities 
agent 
», but 
) fup- 
thofe 
elieve 
creet, 
nder- 
ordi- 
‘have 
orldly 
with 
s life. 


1862. | 


He was banifhed from France by Louis 
XII. for the freedom with which he con- 
demned that king for his repudiation of 
Jane of France, and fought refuge in Flan- 
ders. In 1501 he returned to Paris with 
five other monks (Obfervantins), in order 
to reform the abufes in the Convent of the 
Cordeliers in Paris, Of the unfuccefsful 
iffue of this movement Niceron gives the 
following account: ‘‘'The Bifhops of Au- 
tun and of Ca/tel-a-mar had been appoint- 
ed by the Cardinal d’Amboi/e, the Pope’s 
Legate, to attend to this reform; but the 
Cordeliers knowing that thefe Prelates had 
come among them for this purpofe, ftraight- 
way commenced to celebrate High Mats, 
and made fuch long prayers that the Bifh- 
ops were obliged to go away without hav- 
ing been able to fpeak to them; although 
they were ordered by the King to put an 
end to their chants. Finally however they 
managed to fubmit to a reform, but with 
the provifion that the Odservantins had 
nothing to do with it. Thus Olver Mail- 


lard with his Cordehers was fhamefully 
put out of the Jad Convent and hiffed at 
by all of them, fays Fean d’ Auton, who 
tells us this circumftance in his Hi/tory of 
Louis XII.” Driven again by this failure 


from Paris, he went to Touloufe, and died 


the next year, in June, 1502. His office 
of preacher was no finecure, fince he has 
left 165 publifhed fermons behind him, as 
follows: 47 for the 24 Sundays after Pen- 
tecoft; a long feries of fermons, varied un- 
der the title Sermon commun préchable 
en tout temps; one on the twelve figns of 
death; 16 on the wages of fin; an intermi- 
nable one on the Paflion; 32 for the days 
of Advent; 60 for Lent, with fupplementa- 
ry parables for moft of them; 4 very long 
ones for the fecond Advent; 46 called Les 
Dominicales ; 10 for the Epiphany ; 5 for 
Eafter (temps Pafcal) ; 4 for the dedication 
of the Temple; 8 upon the miferies of the 
foul, and one upon this mortal life. Be- 
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fides thefe he wrote many treatifes or med- 
itations upon fubjeéts of morality and afcet- 
icifm, among which is Sa Confe/jion, “in 
which,” fays the Marquis Du Roure, “he 
examines himfelf upon the ten command- 
ments with admirable candor ;” and in ad- 
dition he alfo wrote poems, which can only 
receive the queftionable praife ‘‘ that thou- 
fands which are worfe can be quoted from 
the beft poets of his times.” Whether the 
fermons of thefe times were delivered in 
French, or in the guife of “ macaronic” 
Latin in which they have come down to 
us, is a queftion. M. Meray thinks they 
are reported as they were delivered, and 
quotes the “‘ hem!” “ hem !” introduced in 
Maillard’s fermon delivered in Bruges, in 
1500, asa proof. Alfo in an edition, by 
Jehan Petit, of 1506, of the Sermones de 
Adventu, preached in 1494, there is the 
following addrefs upon the reverfe of the 
title : 

‘¢Cariffimo fuo amico Johani petit parifiefis li- 
brario Quidam frater minor defunéti preconis quon- 
dam confodalis. $.T. D. Cum odor ille fuauiffimus 
a ftirpe minorum paupercula velut a quodam 
prato virenti lilijs fragrantibus referto exiliens, in- 
turia cordis olfactu dulciflimo confragraffet: tum 
erga nos depromens affectum a nobis veluti altera 
ruth poft terga metentium fpicas legentibus inftan- 
ter petifti tibi dari fermones illos correctos jam 
dudum tam fcriptorum quum imprefforum incuria 
turpiter vitiatos: &c.” 


And the volume ends with— 


© Accuratiflime poft primam aut fecundam im- 
preflionem {criptoribus viciatam quendam familia- 
rem diéti preconis focium iuxta verum exemplar 
ad petitionem plurimorum emendatorum impenfis 
vero Johanis petit parifien biblicpole.” 


On the other hand, the Marquis du 
Roure, the careful author of the Ana/lecta- 
hiblion, thinks that Maillard fpoke the lan- 
guage of the times, fprinkled with Latin 
phrafes, but that thofe who reported his 
fermons put them in their monkifh Latin 
drefs in order to make them more worthy 
for pofterity. Maillard was very popular 
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as a preacher, and though his fermons in 
their Latin drefs feem to have met with an 
extended fale, it would be interefting to 
know whether the common people knew 
enough Latin to underftand a fermon de- 
livered in that tongue. 

But for the fermons themfelves. Here 
is an extraét from one of the fermons dur- 
ing Lent ; 


“Suntne hic portatores Bullarum? Certe ibi 
eft magnus abufus, & miror quod Prelati non ap- 
ponant remedium. Durandus dicit quod de In- 
dulgentiis nihil habemus certum in Sacra Scriptu- 
ra. Legatis Bafilium, Hieronymum, Auguftinum, 
nihil dicunt de Indulgentiis. Ita dicunt Doétores 
moderni, & afferunt quod materia indulgentiarum 
femper fuit dubia. Sed diceret aliqua mulier: 
Pater, ego nefcio fi fint bone; non ne melius eft 
capere poftquam Episcopus mifit? Credo quod ca- 
piunt partem fuam, & omnes funt fures. Heu! 
funt aliqui Bullatores, qui dicunt quod fi fcirent 
quod pater eorum non cepifcet, nunquam orarent 
pro eo. Ad omnes Diabolos!’’ 


The following extract is from a fermon 
by Maillard preached in Bruges, the fifth 
Sunday of Lent, 1500. It comes down to 
us in French, and is now the rareft of his 
fermons : 


*©Qu’en dictes vous, mefdames? Serez vous 
bonnes théologiennes? Et vous aultres gens de 
court metterez vous la main 4 l’euvre? avez vous 
point de paour d’eftre dampnez? Et frere! direz 
vous, pourquoi ferions nous dampnez? ne veez 
vous pas que nous fommes fi fongneux de venir en 
vos fermons tous les jours? mais vous ne dictes 
pas tout, je vous affeure. Si vous eftes en pechié 
mortel, Dieu ne vous exaulcera pas. Vous avez 
une belle loy civile. Quant l’on achate un heri- 
taige, fi le vendeur, y met des condicions, il les 
faut garder toutes, aultrement le marchie eft nul. 
Or, le marchié, ce font les commandements, il les 
faut tous garder, quiconque défaillera en l’un d’ 
eulx, il fera coupable de tous—il ne faut qu’un 
petit trou pour noyer le plus grand navire. Vous, 
prince! il ne vous fuffit pas d’etre bon prince, il 
vous faut encore faire juftice. Vous treforiers et 
argentiers, eftes vous la qui faictes les befoignes de 
voftre maiftre, et les voftres bien? Et vous jeunes 
garches de la court illecques, il vous faut laiffer 
vos alliances (hem! hem! hem!’’) 
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And again, againft the bullatores et por- 
tatores reliquiarum et indulgentiarum, the 
fellers of indulgences and relics : 


*¢ An creditis quod unus magnus ufurarius, ple- 
nus vitiis, qui habebit mille millia peccata, dando 
fex albos trunco, habeat remiflionem omnium pec- 
catorum fuorum? Certe durum eft mihi credere, 
& durius predicare.”’ 


And again : 


*‘Videte magiftri reverendi, habuiftis bonum 
quadragesimale : lucrati eftis centum francos : con- 
gregaftis multum: vos reddetis computum.” 


In faét, Maillard was unceafing in his 
declamations againft the vices of the cler- 


gy; nor did he {pare the judges: 


*€O domini de parlamento qui datis fententiam 
per antiphrafin, melius effet vos effe mortuos ‘in 
uteris matrum vestrarum.”’ 


Or the lawyers, who take, he fays, a dex- 
tris S a fimifiris; or the ufurers, whom 
he calls fures; or the rich: 


‘*Et quum nunquam fuerint majores luxuriz, 
injuftitie, & rapine, quam nunc.” 


And again: 
“© Deus meus, credo quod ab incarnatione 


Domini noftri Jefu Chrifti non regnaverunt tot 
luxuriofi in toto mundo, ficut nunc Parhifius.”’ 


There was alfo a direétnefs in his exhor- 
tations; he did not difcourfe againft fin in 
general, or point out the merits of abftract 
virtue, as thefe two extracts will fhow: 


“¢Suntne hic matres ille macquerelle filiarum 
fuarum, que dederunt eas hominibus de curia, ad 
lucrandum matrimonium fuum ?”’ 

‘¢ Ponatis cafum, quod fit aliquis maquerellus, 
qui portat bagam pulchram ex parte unius Prefi- 
dentis, & veniat ad quinque mulieres, quarum pri- 
ma fit Picarda, fecunda*Pictavienfis, tertia Turo- 
nenfis, quarta Lugdunenfis & quinta Parifienfis. 
Venit ad primam in domo fua exiftentem, & per- 
cutit ad oftium dicendo: Trac, trac, trac, Et an- 
cilla venit, & quaerit quis eft; qui ait: aperiatis 
mihi, & dicatis Domina, quia fum fervus talis 
Domini, & volo fibi loqui. Ancilla venit ad Dom- 
inam, & dicit Domina ancillz, quia nolo fibi loqui, 
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ideo dic fibi quod recedat.  Ifta mulier prima eft 
bona. Venit ad oftium fecunde & facit ficut fecit 
prima; fed ancilla aperit fibi oftium, & loquitur 
Domina, que dicit: Dicatis Magiftro veftro quod 
non fum talis, feu de illis. Ifta fecunda eft bona, 
fed non tantum ficut prima. Vadit ad oftium ter- 
tia, & dicit ancilla, ficut & czteris, & ingreditur 
domum, & oftendit Domine bagam, joyau Gallice, 
&. placet. mulieri, & dicit: Certe baga veftra feu 
Jocale veftrum eft pulchrum & mihi placet. Tunc 
ait fervus: Eft veftra, fi velitis. Respondet mu- 
lier; Nolo; dubio enim quod maritus meus vide- 
ret. Ifta mulier eft mala, quia dat confenfum, 
quamvis nollet facere actum propter diffamatio- 
nem. Vadid ad quartam, que dicit fervo: Baga 
eft pulchra, fed habeo peflimum maritum; fi {ci- 
ret, deponeret mihi nafum; ideo non faciam, If- 
ta mulier nihil valet, quia non dimittet pecatum 
propter Deum, fed propter timorem mariti fui, 
Venit ad quintam, que retinet Bagam, & dicit 
fervo; Dicatis Magiftro veftro, quod vir meus 
vadit mercurii extra, & tunc ibo eum vifitatum. 
I{ta mulier eft pejor omnium aliarum.”’ 


The following is a lift of Maillard’s pub- 
lifhed works : 


Sermones de Adventu, declamati Par- 
yas in Ecclefia 8. Foannis in Gravia anno 
1493. 1494. 5. 1. 8v0. Impreffi Parijs 
1497. 4t0. 1498. 4to. Paris. 1511. 8v0. 

Quadragefimale opus declamatum Par- 
iforum urbe in Ecclefa S$. Foannis in 
Gravia. Paris, 1498, 4to. Paris, 1512, 
8v0. 

Both of thefe were alfo printed by Jehan 
Petit in 1506. 

Sermones Dominicales. Parifiis, 1498. 

to. 
? Do. & alu omni tempore predicabrles, 


femul cum XVI Sermonibus de peccati 
Jiipendio. Paris, 1515, 8v0. 


The Ser- 
mones Dominicales were alfo printed by 
Petit, in an edition without date, wna cw’ 
aliqub? alus Sermond? valde utd’. 

Sermones de Sanctis. Parts, 1513. 

Le Recolation de la tres-piteufe pajjion 
de notre Seigneur, re wrfente par les 
Saints & Sacrés myfieres de la Meffe; 
prechée devant le grand Maitre de France 


en fa ville de Laval. Paris. Pierre Ser- 
F 
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gent. 8vo, And alfo with this other title : 
Le My/tere de la Meffe conforme & cor- 
refpondant @ la douloureufe pajjion du 
notre Benoit Sauveur. Paris. Fean Bon- 
Sons. 4t0. 

Nouum Diverforum Sermonum opus 
hactenus non impreffum. reuerendi patris 
Oliueru Maillardi. quod merito /upplemen- 
tum priorum fermonum iamdudum impref- 
Jeorum poterit nuncupart cujus operis con- 
tentorum ordo Sequitur pagina fequenti, 
Venundatur Paria in vio fancti Facoh 
ad interfigum Lila in domo Fohans Par- 
vl. 8vo0, 2 vols, 

_L’Exemplaire de Confeffion avec la Con- 
Sefjion Generale. Rouen & Caen, 4to. 
Lyons 1524. 8vo. 

Traité envoyé a& plufeurs Religieufes 
pour les inftruire S exhorter a Je bien 
Gouverner. Paris, 8vo. 

Contemplatio in falutationem Angeli- 
cam. Paris, 1607. 

Sermon de F. Olivier Maillard, prefché 
@ Bruges en 1500. Et aultres fneces du 
meme auteur, avec une notice par M. Fe- 
han Labouderie. Paris. C. Farcy, 1826. 
8vo. ' 


Remolds’ Inquiries Concerising the 
Angelical Wor! -. 
INQUIRIES 
CONCERNING THE 
STATE AND CGECONOMY 
OF THE 
ANGELICAL WORLDS. 
BY JOHN REYNOLDS, 

Lonpon. . Printed for John Clark at the 


Bibie and Crown in ‘the Poultry near 
Cheapfide. m.p.cc.xxu. 8vo. pp. 315. 


The author of this treatife was born at 


Wolverhampton, England, in 1666-7, and 
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died in 1727. He was educated in the 
eftablifhed Church at Pembroke Hall, Ox- 
ford, but afterwards joined the nonconform- 
ifts, and was ordained in 1699. This trea- 
tife is interefting as fhowing the condition 
of theological learning among the Englifh 
proteftants at the early part of the laft cen- 
tury. The author acknowledges his obli- 
gations to Thomas Aquinas, and in that 
refpect is more honeft than many of the 
modern fpiritualifts. Reynolds, judging 
from his works, appears to_have been a 
man of confiderable authority in his fect. 
A lift of his writings will be found in Dar- 
ling’s Cyclopadia Bibliographica. 

In his preface, which is furmounted with 
a wood-cut of Sufannah and the Elders, the 
author propofes ‘certain notions (by way 
of entertainment to the inquifitive genius)” 
“by way of Interrogatory, for calm con- 
fideration” or to be argued “‘as probable 
among other opinions, that may be ftart- 
ed.” Not that he defigns “a juft Treatife 
about the Invifible Worlds: that has been 
attempted by more able Hands. But treat- 
ing many Years ago, on the Trembling and 
agonies of the infernal Spirits, that were 
tumbled down from Heaven; he lighted 
on diverfe Queries in the Procefs of his 
Meditations, which he had never met with 
before.” 

Thefe “‘ Queries” are forty in number ; 
fome of which he attempts to anfwer, while 


others are left in their ftartlingly interroga- ~ 


tive form. 
The fubje& is opened in the following 
introductory remarks : 


“ Since the great God defigned a Creation for his 
own Glory, it became him to ere@ a moft [plendid 
Houfe, where he would be moft feen and beft ferved: 
It became him to have a vaft Retinue of [plendid 
Domeftics, furrounding his Throne, applauding his 
Majefty, attending his Commands, ready to execute 
his Pleafure in any Part of his Dominions: Thefe 
are ufually called Angels in Scripture, concerning 
avhom the Scripture-Revelation, being but concife 
and brief, leads us to fuch Inquiries as thefe.” 
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Query 1. “How many Orders or Claffes of An- 


gels there might have been at fir?” 


Query 2. “ Whether there may not be Degrees of 
Superiority and Subordination in the Several Orders 
or Claffes ?” 

Query 3. “ Whether the feveral Orders or Claffes 
are united and governed by their feveral refpective 
Heads or Prefidents ?” 

Query 4. “Whether thefe feveral, refpective 
Heads or Prefidents are fupreme in their feveral Do- 
minions? and independent on any congenerous Head 
or Governor, being immediately fubjeéted to the Lord 
Chriff ? or whether they are but feven in number? 
or are fubordinated (let them be ever fo <A to 
Jeven fuperior Generals ?” 

Query 5. “ Whether, inftead of thefe feven Gen- 
erals,-there is but one? or whether thefe feven are 
united and headed in one Generaliffimo, called em- 
phatically, The Arch-Angel? and confequently, 
whether the intire angelical Regiment be an Hep- 
tarchy or a Monarchy § “i 

Query 6. “It is fuppofed that the Cherubs in the 
moft holy Place of the Temple, were Reprefentatives 
of the Angels: and thence Angels are ufually called 
Cherubim. In the fixth of Ifaiah, we find they are 
called, Seraphs or Seraphim. This does not fo clear- 
ly prove that Cherubs and Seraphs, are two diftin® 
Orders or Claffes of Angels, but that it may fiill re- 
main a queftion, whether they are (as is ufually fup- 
pofed) two diftin® Orders, one fuperior to the other 
(wiz Seraphs to Cherubs) or whether the fame An- 
gels may not (though on different accounts) be indif- 
ferently reckoned and called, either Cherubim or 
Seraphim ?” 

Query 7. “Since the Angels are ufually reprefented 
tous, in Scripture, under names of Dominion and Au- 
thority, as Thrones, Principalities, and Power's; (that 
is, turning the abfiraG into the concrete, Kings, Prin- 
ces, and Potentates) whether they are called fo, in re- 
[pe to any Territories or Subjc&s, in the heavenly 
regions? or in reference to our World, or to other 
Syftems and Parts of the Universe ?” 

Query 8. “ Whether, befides thofe Spirits, that 
are employ’d in Miniftry, or fervice towards our 
World (or other parts of the Univerfe; who are 
thereupon called Angels, as being Miniftering Spir- 
its, fent forth to minifter to the Heirs of Salvation. 
Heb. 1, ult.) there may not be a fuperior Order of 
noble minds (Intelligences or Effences) defigned for, 
and employed in, only Contemplation, Admiration, 
Adoration and Praife? continual Attendants on the 
Throne, and ardent Applauders of the tranfcendent 
Beauties and Glories, that are there to be feen and 
enjoy’d?” 

Query 9. “ Whether there was not an Eleéion 
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of Grace (or a Purpofe of God, according to an 
Ele&tion of Grace) among or towards the Angels 
themfelves ?” 

Query 10, “In the Cafe of the happy Angels, 
Sin did not intervene between their Eleétion (t. ¢. 
the Decree wherein and whereby they were ele&éed) 
and their confummate Bleffednefs; or between their 
Creation and their Bleffednefs; as it is in the cafe of 
Mankind: So that their EleStion cannot properly be 
reckoned or ftiled, a fuperlapfarian Eleéion. But 
it may be confidered, whether it does not, (in our or- 
der of Ideas) arife before or beyond the Confideration 
of their Creation? So that the Decree of Election 
and of Creation, are but one intire Decree concerning 
them ; which may be called a Super-Creation-décree ; 
Which amounts to thus much, that they were defigned 
to be created for the Bleffedne/s, to which they were 
chofen ; and were chofen to the Blefednefs, for which 
they were created.” 

Query 11. “Whether thefe happy Angels may 
not, in fome re[pe& be faid to be chofen in Chrift ?” 

Query 12. “ That they were made before our 
world was, is evident. That fome of them finned 
alfo, before man did, is evident likewife. But it 
may be inguired, whether they were all in their fate 
of integrity : or whether fin had entered among them, 
before our World was made ?” 

Query 13. “ What muft be the ground and mean- 
ing of thofe Songs and Shouts, thofe triumphs of Foy, 
thefe Sons of God expreffed upon the profpe& of the 
laid foundation of our World? Mufti we not fup- 
poe that they had fome Revelation of fome Defign 
and noble Tranfaétions (at leaf? in general) that 
were to be accomplifhed in and towards this World 
of ours ?” 

Query 14. Since thefe Sons of God were fo 
pure within, and placed in fuch a perfe& State and 
World, how could any Sin poffibly poffe/s their 
Minds or Wills ?” 

Query 15. % Since their Nature was fo true and 
perfec, (the Laws of Celeftial Morality being writ- 
ten rt muft we not fuppofe that it was fome free 
or arbitrary (ufually called pofitive) Law, that was 
given to them, and violated by them?” 

Query 16. What muft that peculiar Law be 
that was given to the Angels, and was violated by 
a great Multitude of them in their original Habita+ 
tion?” 

Query 17. “ It may be inquired, how it was pof- 
Jible for fo vaft a Multitude of Heavenly Spirits, to 
jin together, in Confort, in Combination, or Confed- 
eration 2” 

Query 18. “ It may be farther inquired whether 
he that was chief in the Rebellion (and now called 
the Prince of Devils) was (in their primitive Habi- 
tation) the chief of all the Angels of God?” 
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Query 19. “ Whether fome of all the Orders and 
Ranks of Angels fell from their Innocency and ori- 
ginal Habitation ?” 

Query 20. “ Whether we may fuppofe that the 
Angels before the Fall (viz of thofe that did fall) 
were in the fame ftate of Blifs and Glory, as the 
perfiftent Angels are now in?” 

Query 21. “ Whether the holy Angels have any 
Dominion or Authority committed to them? And if 
they have, whether it be in Reference to their own 
World or to that in which we live ?” 

Query 22. “Whether we may fuppofe that the 
perfiftent Angels are so confirmed in Holinefs and 
Glory, that they hall never fall from thence ?” 

Query 23. “ Whether the confirming Grace and 
Glory of the obedient Angels, be not owing to the 
Mediator of and for our World ?” 

Query 24. “ We need not now inquire, whether 
the human nature of the Mediator (or the Man 
Chrifi Fefus) be advanced above all the Angels in 
Heaven. That is a Right. and Honor that feems to 
accrue to him immediately upon his hypoftatical union 
with the Son of God. This would try the Temper, 
the Humility, the Prudence, the Love, the Submif- 
fivenefs of the Angels. The Propofal of fuch a 
Defign and Difpenfation, might well be made the 
Matter of their probationary Law. But it may be 
Inquired: Whether the dutiful Angels may be fup- 
pofed to lofe any of their Felicity, while they are in 
their Miniftrations here in and. about this World 2?” 

Query 25. “ Whether the Angels may not be fup- 
pofed to be in a probationary State fill ?” 

Query 26. “ Whether we fhould not fuppofe that 
the adjudging of Men and Angels to their ultimate 
State, will be determined by the Refpe& or Difre- 
Spe, that has been fhown to the Mediator, and the 
Fruits of his Office?” 

Query 27. “Whether there may not be. fome- 
times, folemn Conventions of Minifterial Spirits, for 
the receiving of new Orders and Commiffion from 
Heaven?” 

Query 28. “Why the Good Angels, in their 
Minifiry, appear not now, as fome Times they have 
done ?” 

Query 29. “ Where Hell may be fuppofed to be; 
or the more fated Place and Refidence of thofe An- 
gels that are caft out of Heaven, and that we call 
Devils ?” 

Query 40. “How are the fallen Angels faid to 
be ‘caft down to Hell, and ‘delivered there to 
Chains of Darknefs, and fo referved to Fudgment,* 
2. Peter. 11. 4. while elfewhere in Scripture they 
are Reprefented as Wandering in the Air, and going 
to and fro upon the Earth?” 

Query 31. “Whether thefe Angels fill fin? or 
fill continue in Rebellion againft God?” 
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Query 32. “What Law may thefe lapfed An- 
gels be fuppofed to be under now ? or by what Rule 
of Divine Government are they now obliged ?” 

Query 33. “What Power or Ability may thefe 
Angels be fuppofed to have, for performing the Obe- 
dience They owe, or fulfilling the Divine Law, by 
which They are thus obliged ?” 

Query 34. “ How comes it to pafs, that thefe An- 
gels are frill fo unceffant and impetuous in their Sin 
and Rebellion againft God ?” 

Query 35. “ How come thefe Evil Angels to be 
Siill fo united in their Works and Interefts?” 

Query 36. “ Whether the Prince of Hell may not 
fiand guilty (in the Court of Heaven) of all the Sin 
committed in Both Worlds, viz. on Earth or in 
Hell? or committed in the Three Worlds, in Heav- 
en, and Earth, and Hell ?” 

Query 37. “Hhkether we may not, in thefe An- 
gels, "fee the Demerit and the Guilt of Sin? And 
Thence Learn much*of the Evil awd Offenfivenefs 
of it, in the Sight of Heaven?” 

Query 38. “ Whether we may fuppofe, that there 
will be Sin in Hell, among thofe that are punifbed 
there, after the Day of the Ultimate Fudgement ?” 

Query 39. “ Why would the great God permit 
fuch Evil as would procure everlafting Sufferings ? 
and infli& fuch Punifbments, as are contained in an 
everlafting Hell ?” 

Query 40. “ Whether any Duty of ours be owing 
to thefe Fallen Angels?” 


Quintus Sextius, the Jpthagorean. 


Of Quintus Sextius, whofe name was 
once celebrated, and whofe writings were 


once eagerly perufed, very few memorials Zoé 


remain. He flourifhed in the time of Au- 
guftus, as Eufebius has informed us, in his 
Chronicon (p. 200, edit. Scal.), where he 
is called Lestoc, IvOayoeuyoc, which Hi- 
eronymus tranflates Sextus Philofophus 
Pythagoricus, after whom Lipfius places 
him in the fame z age, in his Manud. ad Sto- 
ic., Voi, vill. pp. 642 and 677. Sextius.ap- 
peared deftined to rife in the republic, He 
was endowed with fuch talents as might 
have led him to afpire to the higheft civil 


honors (Seneca, Ep. 98). He fhrank, how- 
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ever, from them, and declined accepting 
the rank of Senator, when it was offered 
to him by Julius Crfar (Seneca, Ep. 98 
Feenshem, Suppl. in Liv. cxvi, 41), in 
order to devote his time to the ftudy of 
philofophy (Plutarch, de Profect.’ Virtut., 
Sent. v. vi. p. 288, ed. Reifke). Sextius, 
it appears, wifhed to eftablifh .a {chool at 
Rome; and though his. peculiar tenets are 
drawn principally from the doctrines of Py- 
thagoras, yet in fome particulars they feem 
to refemble thofe of the Stoics (Seneca, Ep. 
64: Lipfus, Manud. i. 8, P. 677; Bruck- 

, Hilt. Phil., Crit. V. ii. p. 87). He 
ee affifted in his {chool: by kis fon (Seneca, 
Queeft. Nat., vii. fub fin.). 

Sextius foon found himfelf involved in 
many difficulties. His rules were extreme- 
ly fevere, and in an early period of his ef 
tablifhment he found his mind fo haraffed 
by the extraordinary harfhnefs of the doc- 
trines he wifhed to inculcate, that he was 
at one time on the point of putting an end 
to his exiftence (Plutarch, I.c. vi. p. 288). 
Sextius appears to have ftudied at Athens, 
or at leaft to have refided there; for Pliny 
relates that he purchafed all the olive plan- 
tations near that city, when he forefaw that 
oil would be very dear (Plini, Hift. Nat., 
xviii, 68, vol. ii, p. 138, edit. Harduin). 
Pliny alfo tells the fame ftorv of Democri- 
tus, and a fimilar inftance of forefight is re- 
corded of Thales by feveral authors (Aris- 
, Polit., 1. 7; Cicero, de Divinat., I. 
49, p. 115, edit. ager Laertius, in 'Tha- 
let., I. 26, vol. i. p. 

We thall now HE: the little which is 
known of the {chool of the Sexi, together 
with the few anecdotes of their followers 
which have been recorded. Fabianus ; 
M. Annzus Seneca, in the preface to his 
fecond book of Controverfia, vol. iii. p. 
146, edit. Gronov., informs us that Fabia- 
nus the philofopher, whofe leétures he had 
attended, and whom he often mentions, 
ftudied under Sextius. Soton, the precep- 
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tor of Lucius A: Seneca, was afollower of 
the doétrine of Pythagoras and Sextius, in 
which he inftruéted his fcholar, who ftates 
fome particulars, in which there -was a dif- 
ference between the tenets of thefe two 
philofophers (Seneca, Ep. cviii.—V. ii. p. 
534-—Ep. xlix; ibip. 166; Lepfus, Ma- 
nud., vol. viii. pp. 642 and 661). Sotion 
is alfo mentioned by other writers. _ Fla- 
vianus. was alfo a follower of Sextius, if we 
may believe Lipfius,-in a note on Seneca, 
Ep. lix. He. cites, however, as Brucker 
obferves (vol. ii; p. go), none of the an- 
cients to fupport his affertion, Both’ Lip- 
fius and Brucker ftate that Flavianus is 
mentioned by Seneca Rhetor, in the preface 


to the third book-of Controverfies. ‘In the - 


paffage to which they refer, the name of 
Flavianus does not occur, though we find 
that of Fabianus, whom we have juft men- 
tioned. Craffitius, a native of ‘Tarentum, 
embraced the doétrines of Sextius. He 
was a celebrated teacher at Rome, and at- 
tained fuch a degree of reputation, that he 
was. compared with Verrius Flaccus. His 
auditors were very numerous, and he was 
attended even by many of the nobility. 
Among thefe was the fon of Julius Antoni- 
us, the Triumvir. At length, he fuddenly 
difmiffed his {chool, and went .over .to the 
fect of Quintus Sextius the philofopher. 
Such is the account which Suetonius gives, 
in his Lives of Iluftrious Grammarians 
(vol. ii, p. 381, edit. Burmanno; and p. 
1084, edit. Pitifci). : 

In the text of thefe two editions, the 
paflage ftands thus: “J ranft ad Ounti 
Septimu philofophi fectam.” In the notes, 
Statius fappofes this to be the fame-Sep- 
timius to whom Horace writes. Cafaubon 
relates that Codd. Pithai et Petavwi read 
Sextt, as Burman adds that Cod. Voss. 
does. ’ Nic. Faber, from the firft of thefe 
manufcripts, in a note on Seneca, Contr. 
Il. Praf., corrected Septamu into Sexti. 
This change, however, the editors have 
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not ventured to make, though it does not 
appear that any Septimius ever formed a 
Sect at Rome, and it is well. known that 
Sextius did. Cornelius Celfus, on the au- 
thority of feveral manufcripts. of. Quinctil- 
ian, is to be numbered among the icholars, 
or rather imitators, of Sextius. ‘This opin- 
ion was firft advanced by Andreas Schottus, 
inchis treatife De Claris apud Senecam Rhe- 
toribus. \n the paflage we read, “ Scrip/it 
non parum multa Corne.tus Cetsus, Scep- 
Ticos seciutus, non fine cultu et mitore.” 
Inftead of Scepticos, Schottus inferts Sex- 
fos. Burman has left the queftion unde- 
cided, in his note on the .paflage, which is 
in the Tenth Book of the Jnstzt. Orator, 
p- 920; nor has Capperonier, who fucceed- 
ed him, done more. 

Thefe, we believe, are the only follow- 
ers of the Séxtian fchool, whofe names are 
to be met with in the ancient writers, The 
principal reafon why fo few of this fect 
have been mentioned, was probably owing 
to the fact that the fect itfelf was never 
very numerous, Seneca relates that it was 
of fhort duration (Queft. Nat. VII., vol. 
ii. p. 843); and it is fcarcely to be fup- 
pofed that a {chool of philofophy would be 
abolifhed if it were crowded with auditors, 
The decline and extinétion of this {chool is 
lamented by Seneca, in the paflage to which 
we have juft referred: ‘‘ Sextiorum nova 
et Romani roboris secta, inter initia sua, 
cum magnoimpetu capiffet, exstincta est.” 
But whatever may be thought of his fect, 
the manner in which Seneca fpeaks of the 
writings of Sextius, leaves little room to 
doubt that he was.a moft excellent practi- 
cal moralift.. ‘You will find,” fays he 
(Ep. LXIV.), “in his writings a degree of 
vigour and fpirit feldom to be met with in 
any other philofopher. Other moralifts 
prefcribe, argue, cavil; but they infpire 
the reader with no ardour, becaufe they 
themfelves poffefs none. But when you 
read Sextius, you fay, ‘ He is alive, anima- 
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ted, bold, and even rifes above humanity.’ 
He fends me away full of hardy confidence. 
Whatever be my difpofition when I take 
up his writings, I confefs to you I never 
lay them down without being ready to in- 
vite calamity, and to exclaim, ‘ Let For- 
tune do her worft, I am prepared; give 
me fome great occafion for the exercife of 
my patience and the difplay of my virtue.’ 
Sextius has this excellence, that he fhows 
you the value of a happy life, and forbids 
you to defpair of attaining it. You fee the 
prize placed on high, but not inacceflible to 
him who ardently purfues it: virtue pre- 
fents itfelf in perfon before you, at once to 
excite. your admiration, and infpire you 
with hope.” 

In the next number of this Journal we 
fhall give a detailed account of the Reli- 
— and various editions of the Sententia 
Sextu, with a copious lift of references to 
ancient and modern authors by whom Sex- 
tius has been mentioned. About one hun- 
dred of the ‘‘ Sentences of Sextius” have 
been tranflated into Englifh by Thomas 
Taylor, the Platonift; thefe, although many 
of them are manifeftly {purious, we fhall re- 
print verbatum, at the conclufion of this 
article, 

(To be continued.) 





Sale of Zelotes Hosmer’s Library. 
(Continued from No. I, p. 17.) 


206 Cuaucer (Georrray). ‘The Workes 
of Geoffray Chaucer, newlye printed, 
with dyuers workes whych were neuer 
in print before, as in the table more 


playnly doth appere. Black letter, folio, 


ruflia, Lond., 1542. $31.00 
[ Richardfon. ] 
207 The Workes of Geffray 





Chaucer, Newlie Printed, with diuers 
addicions, whiche were neuer in print 


‘ 
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before; with the Siege and Deftruccion 
of the Worthy Citie of Thebes, com- 
piled by Jhon Lidgate, Monke of Burie, 
as in the Table more plainly doeth ap- 
pere. Black letter, folio, ef. Lond., 
1561. $11.50 
[Little, Brown & Co.] 


209 — : The Workes of ovr An- 
cient and Learned Englifh Poet, Geffrey 
Chavcer, newly printed, with the Siege 
and Deftruction of the Worthie Citie 
of Thebes, compiled by John Lidgate, 
Monke of Burie. Engraved title-page, 

enealogical and armortal fronti/jnrece. 
lack letter, folio, red mor. gilt. Lond., 
1602, $12.25 





[Grifwold.] 


231 Crarxe (Wittiam). Repertorium 
Bibliographicum, or Some Account of 
the Moft Celebrated Britifh Libraries. 
Plates, large paper. 8vo, hf. moroc, 
Lond., 1819. $11.00 

[Richardfon.] 


240 Coxayn (Sir Aston). A Chain of 
Golden Poems, embellifhed with Wit, 
Mirth and Eloquence; together with 
two moft Excellent Comedies, The Ob- 
ftinate Lady, and Trappolin. Portrait. 
8vo. mor. gilt. Lond., 1658. $15.00 

[Grifwold.] 


245 Coruins (THomas). The Penitent 
Publican, 4to, cf., with autograph of 
Thos. Park. Lond., 1610. $15.50 

[Grifwold.] 


270 Currer (Mifs, of Afhton Hall). Cat- 
alogue of her Rare and Valuable Libra- 
ry. Prefentation copy to W. Upcott, 
by Mi/s Currer. 8vo, hf. mor. Lond., 
1820, $10.00 

[Grifwold. ] 


271 Daniet (Samuet). The 
Workes of Sam’! Daniel; Efq. 


edition, 4to, cf. Lond., 1623. 
[Grifwold.] 


Whole 
Firft 
$10.75 
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272 : Certaine Small Poems, Late- 
ly Printed, with the Tragedie of Philo- 
tas, Fir/t edition, 8vo, ct. gilt. Lond., 
1605. $5.25 





[Grifwold.] 


276 Davies (Joxn, of Hereford). Micro- 
cofmas, The Difcovery of the Little 
World, with the Government Thereof. 
Firft edition, 4to, green mor. gilt, tooled 
back and edges. Oxford, 1603. ‘$10.25 

[Little, Brown & Co.] 





279 : Wittes Pilgrimage ; (by Po- 
etical Effaies.) Through a World of 
Amorous Sonnets, Soule Paflions, and 
other Paflages. Portrait. Fir/t edition, 
{m. 4to, moroc, gilt. Lond., no date. 
s $20.50 
[Grifwold.] 
297 Dialogues of Creatures, Moralized. 
Applicable and Edifying to Every Mer- 
ry and Jocund Matter, and Right. Prof- 
itable to the Governance of Man, edited 
by Jofeph Haflewood. Curious wood 
engravings, wluftrative of every dia- 
logue. Black letter, large paper, 4to, red 
mor., gilt and tooled edges. Bound by 
Clarke & Bedford. Lond, 1816, $20.00 

[Guild.] 

(To be continued.) 


Miscellaneous Items. 


RHODODAPHNE, 


Poe, in his Marginalia (Works, vol. iii. 
p- 532) fays: ‘‘ Rhododaphne (who wrote 
it?) is brimfull of mufic :—e. g. 


By living ftreams in fylvan fhades, 

Where winds and waves fymphonious make 
Rich melody, the youths and maids 

No more with choral mufic wake 

Lone Echo from her tangled brake.” 


And. in Duyckinck’s valuable Cyclopedia 
of American Literature, vol. ii. p. 99, Art. 
Richard Dabney, its authorfhip is difcuffed 
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as follows: ‘During his country life, in 
1818, was pablifhed a poem of much claf- 
fic beauty. called ‘Rhododaphne, ‘or the 
Theffalian Spell,’ which was attributed to 
Dabney by a Richmond Magazine, but he 
always denied the authorfhip; and Carey 
the publifher, in a letter dated 1827, fays, 
‘It was an Englifh produétion, as my fon 
informs me.’ ” 

Shelley, in a letter to the author, his 
friend, Thomas Love Peacock (author of 
Headlong Hall, Nightmare Abbey, Crotch- 
et Caftle, &c., and among others a poem 
of confiderable merit with the title of “* The 
Philofophy of Melancholy,” 4to, London, 
1812), under date of 1818, fays, “ You tell 
me nothing of Rhododaphne, a book from 
which, I confefs, I expected extraordinary 
fuccefs.””. (Shelley’s Effays and Letters, vol. 
ii, p. 119.) 

Peacock, ‘when a young man, had ac- 
companied the poet in his wanderings in 
Wales, and at that time had his way to 
make in the world, which in his cafe was 
to contend againft adverfe circumftances 
and the frowns of fortune, which only 
ferved to awaken Shelley’s generous fym- 
pathies, and to bring into aétion thofe 
higher qualities. of his truly noble nature. 
A warm friendfhip feems to have exifted 
between them, as many of Shelley’s “‘ Let- 
ters from Abroad” teftify: a friendfhip 
which not even Peacock’s moft heterodox 
Effay upon Poetry could abate, although 
to it we are indebted for the.poet’s noble 
“Defence of Poetry,” the moft perfect of 
his profe writings. 

The Effay in queftion is entitled “‘ The 
Four Ages of Poetry,” and was publifhed 
in Ollier’s Literary Mifcellany (8vo, Lon- 
don, 1820). Shelley, in a letter to the 
publifher, fays: “It has excited my po- 
lemical faculties fo violently, that the mo- 
ment I get rid of my ophthalmia, I mean 
to fet about an anfwer to it.” Again: ‘I 
fhall endeavour to treat the fubjeét in its 
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_elements, and unveil the inmoft idol of the 
error.” It is not furprifing ‘that fuch fen- 
timents as the following fhould fet in play 
the “‘ polemical faculties” of fuch a being 
as Shelley : 

‘A poet in our times is a femi-barbarian 
in a civilized community. He lives in 
days that are paft. His ideas, thoughts, 
feelings, affociations, are all with barbarous 
manners, obfolete cuftoms, and exploded 
fuperftitions, The march of his intellect 
is like that of a crab, backward. The 
brighter the light diffufed around him by 
the progrefs of reafon, che thicker is the 
darknefs of antiquated barbarifm, in which 
he buries himfelf like a mole, to throw up 
the barren hillocks of his Cimmerian la- 
bours. 

“‘While the hiftorian and the philofo- 
pher are advancing in, and accelerating, 
the progrefs of knowledge, the poet is wal- 
lowing in the rubbifh of departed igno- 
rance, and raking up the afhes of dead fav- 
ages to find gewgaws and rattles for the 
grown babies of the age. Mr, Scott digs up 
the poachers and cattle-ftealers of the an- 
cient border. Lord Byron cruizes for thieves 
and pirates on the fhores of the Morea and 
among the Greek Iflands. Mr. Southey 
wades through ponderous volumes of trav- 
els and old chronicles, from which he care- 
fully feleéts all that is falfe, ufelefs, and 
abfurd, as being effentially poetical, and 
when he has a common-place book full of 
monftrofities, ftrings them into an epic. 
Mr. Wordfworth picks up village legends 
from old women and fextons; and Mr. 
Coleridge, to the valuable information ac- 
quired from fimilar fources, fuperadds the 
dreams of crazy theologians and the myfti- 
cifms of German metaphyfics, and favours 
the world with vifions in verfe; in which 
the quadruple elements of fexton, old wo- 
man, Jeremy Taylor, and Emanuel Kant, 
are harmonized into a delicious poetical 
compound, 


The Philobiblion. 


| Fan. 


“In whatever degree poetry is culti- 
vated, it muft neceffarily be to the negleé 
of fome branch of ufeful ftudy: it is a la- 
mentable fpeétacle to fee minds capable of 
better things, running to feed in the fpe- 
cious indolence of thefe empty, aimlefs 
mockeries of intellectual exertion. Poetry 
was the mental rattle that awakened the 
attention of intelleét in the infancy of civil 
fociety: but for the maturity of mind to 
make a ferious bufinefs of the playthings 
of its childhood, is as abfurd as for a full- 
grown man to rub his gums with coral, and 
cry to be charmed to fleep with the jingle 
of filver bells,” 


From ‘ Rhododaphne” many paflages 
might be feleéted to juftify Poe’s judgment 
and Shelley’s expedtations. The opening 
of Canto Fifth is a favorable fpecimen of 
its harmonious verfification ; and as author- 
ity for the ‘fentiments there expreffed, the 
author in a note refers to the CEdipus Co- 
loneus of Sophocles, and to Ecclefiaftes iv. 
+ + 


Though pity’s felf has made thy breaft 
Its earthly fhrine, Oh gentle maid, 
Shed not thy tears where Love’s laft reft 
Is fweet beneath the cyprefs thade ; 
Whence never voice of tyrant power 
Nor trumpet-blaft from rending fkies, 
Nor winds that howl, nor ftorms that lower 
Shall bid the fleeping fufferer rife. 
But mourn for them, who live to keep 
Sad ftrife with fortune’s tempefts rude ; 
For them, who live to toil and weep 
In lovelefs, joylefs folitude ; 

Whofe days confume in hope, that flies 
Like clouds of gold that fading float, 
Still watched with fondlier lingering eyes 
As ftill more dim and more remote! 

Oh! wifely, truly, fadly fung 
The bard by old Cephifus’ fide, 
(While not with fadder, {weeter tongue, 
His own loved nightingale replied :) 
— Man’s happieft lot is Not To Be; 
* And when we tread life’s thorny fteep, 
 Moft bleft are they, who, earlieft free, 
“ Defcend to death’s eternal fleep.”” 
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WRITERS IN THE GENERAL DICTIONARY. 

Dr. Kippis, in his Life of Thomas Birch 
(Biog. Brit. 2d ed., vol. ii. p. 319), fpeak- 
ing of Birch’s fhare in the General Diction- 
ary, fays: ‘ We are not told what were 
the particular articles written by Dr. Birch, 
but there is no doubt of his having execu- 
ted a great part of the Dictionary.” Now 
we are exprefily told, in a note at the end 
of the Chronological Table, of the perfons 
whofe Lives are contained in that work; 
that “the Articles marked at the end with 
the Letter P, were drawn up by the Rev- 
erend. Mr. John Peter Barnard, F. R. S. 
Thofe diftinguifhed by T, and H, by the 
Reverend Mr. Thomas Birch, M. A. and 
F.R.S. And thofe figned I, by Mr. John 
Lockman. The reft were compofed by the 
late Learned Mr. George Sale, or commu- 
nicated by other Hands to the Editors.” 


The following lift of writers in the Bio- 
graphia Britannica may be convenient for 
reference : 


The articles figned H, were by Henry 
Brougham; T, by Thomas Broughton; 
E and C, by Dr. John Campbell; D, by 
Mr. Harris; R, by Mr. Hinton; C, by 
Mr. Morant; P, by Dr. Philip Nichols; 
G, by William Oldys; and in the fecond 
edition Dr. Andrew Kippif’s articles are 
figned K, and Dr. Jofeph Towerf’s T. 


SALE OF THE LIBRARY OF THE LATE JOHN 
B. CLOPTON, OF VIRGINIA. 


This library was announced. for fale in 
the early part of laft May, by Mefits. 
Bangs, Merwin & Co.; but after a few 
numbers at the beginning of the catalogue 
had been fold, it was withdrawn from fale, 
in confequence of the fmall attendance of 
purchafers, and the feeble intereft. manifeft- 
ed by the public generally in the quality of 
the colleétion of books offered. Laft month 
the fale was refumed, with fomewhat bet- 
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ter fuccefs. The attendance of amateur 
book-colleétors, though not large, was fuf 
ficient, with the generous aid of the ex- 
tremely facetious and profoundly learned 
author of the “* Weftern Memorabilia,” to 
difpofe of the entire collection, Confider- 
ing the preffure of the times, the unimpor- 
tant character and generally poor condition 
of the books, the prices obtained were good. 
The following books were fold at the re- 
markable prices annexed : 


No. 502. Finprey (W). Hiftory of the Infurrec- 
tion in the Four Weftern Counties of Pennfyl- 
vania, in 1794. 8vo, fheep. Philadelphia, 1796. 

§.00 

No. 597. Strives (Ezra). Hiftory of Three of the 
Judges of King Charles I., Whalley, Goffe and 
Dixwell. 12mo, theep. Hartford, 1794. $5.50 


No. 602. Tuomas (Isaran). Hiftory of Printing 
in America, with a Biography of Printers, and 
an Account of Newspapers, &c. 2 vols. 8vo, 
boards. Worcefter, 1810. $12.50 


No. 1107. Sempre (R. B.) Hiftory of the Bap- 
tifts in Virginia. 8vo, theep. Richmond, 1810. 
$3.63 

No. 1938. A Volume of Fifteen Pamphlets, Five 
of which were Sermons and Orations on the 
Death of Wafhington. $25.00 


No. 1964. A Volume of Thirteen Orations and 
Sermons on the Death of Wafhington. $41.00 


No. 1987. A Volume of Six Curious Pamphlets. 
$8.00 


No. 1997. A Volume of Eight Pamphlets, Three 


of which were Orations on the Death of Wath- 
ington. $15.00 


L’Inrerno pt Dante Aticutert, colle figure 
di G. Doré. Parigi. Libreria di L. Ha- 
chette e Cia, Via Pierre-Sarrazin. 14. 


MDCCCLXI. Folio. 


We call attention to this work on ac- 
count of the artiftic excellence of M. 
Doré’s illuftrations, and the typographical 
fkill with which they are printed. To 
thofe who have heretofoie known M. Doré 
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as an illuftrator only in his grotefque ftyle, 
this volume will be peculiarly interefting. 
It contains a profile portrait of Dante, and 
over feventy full-page illuftrations, all of 
them engraved on wood, Thefe defigns 
are at once fo full of power, and fo free 
from all exaggeration or ftraining after ef- 
feet, that their author muft hereafter be 
ranked as the chief among even the illuf- 
trators of Paris. Nor can too great praife 
be given to the typographical excellence 
with which they are printed. In this re- 
fpect it compares moft favorably with the 
beft {pecimens from any continental prefs ; 
and in this country, where the art of ty- 
pography can hardly be faid to exift, it 
feems like a revelation. 


WALPOLE’S OVID. 


The article in your laft number on Wal- 
pole’s copy of Bayle, reminds me that I 
have one of Walpole’s books, which con- 
tains fome notes, or rather fcribblings, by 
him, The work in queftion is his copy of 
Ovid (P. Ovinn Nasonis Orera Petrus 
Burmannus. Am/ftaelodami. Apud Rod S 
Gerh Wetftenos, H. F F. cla Is CCXIV ). 
t is in three volumes, each of which con- 
tains Walpole’s book-plate (“‘ Mr. Horatio 
Walpole”); two, the fhelf of his book-cafe 
on which they belonged (M 8. 5. M 8. 7.); 
and one Walpole’s fignature, written in a 
boyifh hand, “ Hor: Walpole. 1733.” (He 
was, if I remember rightly, at Eton at that 
time.) The {cribblings of which I fpoke 
are moftly in verfe. ‘Thefe are from the 
fly-leaves of the fecond volume: 


Behold 
That Lover, paffionate without a fault, naught. 
Much He defires, hopes little, and afks 
Brama affai, poco fpera, nulla chiede. 

Tasso. Cant. II. 


Such in a tide of lawlefs Paffion float, 
And on the Love, not on the Lover, doat. 
Elles aiment L’amour, G non pas L’amant. 


Metapny., p. 47. 
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Ambrofial perfumes from her hair diftill’d 
Which all the air with fragrant Zephyrs fill’d, 


Nor let your Valour prove 
Fatally glorious to our mutual Love. 
Ne virtus tua fit damnofa duobus. 
(METAMOoRPHOSEON.) 10. 707. 
The Scheneian Maid of Old 
Wrongly ambitious of the rolling Gold. 
Swift thro’ the mid-air Cytherea moves 
Her chariot wafted by the plumes of Doves. 
Weary of admiration I retire, 
Dull’d with efteeming what I cant defire. 
On fe laffe meme d’admirer, fice qu'on admire 
weft auffi fait pour plaire. 


La Merapny. D'AMOUR, P. 34. 


Notes and Queries. 


miss Potty BAKER. (No. I, p. 24.) 


The earlieft date at which I have met 
with this “Speech” is 1749, in ‘A Col- 
leétion of Tracts of a Certain Free Enquirer 
noted by His Sufferings for His Opinions,” 
afcribed by Lowndes to the celebrated Peter 
Annet, and is the concluding part of a trea- 
tife entitled ‘‘ Social Blifs Confidered: In 
Marriage and Divorce; Cohabiting Unmar- 
ried, and Public Whoring;” from which, 
poflibly, Raynal transferred it to his Hif- 
tory: the Abbé being very much fuch an 
ecclefiaftic as Charles II. faid his canon of 
Windfor, the learned Dr, Ifaac Voflius, was 
—‘‘ There is nothing which he refufes to 
believe, except the Bible”—evidently be- 
longing to that clafs of divines mentioned 
by Shaftefbury, ‘‘ who, if they want a true 
Ifraelitifh faith, can make amends by a Chi- 
nefe or an Indian one. If they are fhort 
in Syria or the Paleftine, they have their 
full meafure in America or Japan.” 

Raynal might have been impofed upon by 
Annet’s introduétory note, which no doubt 
was much to his tafte : 

“This Story is attefted for Truth, but 
whether true or not, the reafons that fol- 
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low are true: But many perfons in matters 
of belief, ftrain at a gnat and {wallow a 
camel: They cannot credit the truth of a 
ftory that has nothing improbable in it; 
but can credit ftories reported by a credu- 
lous people to be done in diftant ages, and 
in a ftrange country, which are impoflible 
to Nature.” 

If Franklin were the author of this 
“Speech,” it very probably appeared at an 
earlier date, in fome Magazine, which fome 
of your readers may be able to point out in 
a future number of The Philobtbliow. 

The “ Speech” is compofed with no lit- 
tle fkill and ingenuity, and would do credit 
to a delegate to a Rutland Convention. 
The Englifh tranflator of Raynal having 
omitted it (at leaft in fome editions), I 
tranfcribe a few fentences, to fhow the 
fpirit that pervades it: 

“* Abftracted from the law, I cannot con- 
ceive what the nature of my offence is. I 
have brought five fine children into the 
world at the rifque of my life, and have 
maintained them well by my own induftry, 
without burdening the Townfhip.” ‘Can 
it be a crime (in the nature of things, I 
mean) to add to the number of the King’s 
fubjects in a new country that really wants 
people? I own it, I fhould think it praife- 
worthy, rather than a punifhable aétion. I 
have debauched no other woman’s hufband, 
nor enticed any youth: thefe things I nev- 
er was charged with, nor has any one the 
leaft caufe of complaint againft me, unlefs 
perhaps the Minifter, or Juftice, becaufe I 
have had children without being married, 
by which they have miffed a wedding fee.” 
-“ You believe I have offended Heaven, and 
muft fuffer eternal fire: will not that be 
fuficient? What need is there, then, of 
your additional fines and whipping? I own 
I do not think as you do, for if I thought 
what you call a fin were really fuch, I could 
not prefumptuoufly commit it. But how 
can it be believed, that Heaven is angry at 
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my having children, when to the little done 
by me towards it, God has been pleafed to 
add his divine {kill and admirable work- 
manfhip in the formation of their bodies, 
and crowned it by furnifhing them with ra- 
tional and immortal fouls?” ‘‘ Forgive me, 
gentlemen, if I talk a little extravagantly on 
thefe matters; I am no divine: but if you 
gentlemen muft be making laws, do not 
turn natural and ufeful actions into crimes 
by your prohibitions. But take into your 
wife confideration the great and growing 
number of batchelors in this Country, many 
of whom, from the mean fear of the ex- 
penfes of a family, have never fincerely and 
honorably courted a woman in their lives, 
and by their manner of living, leave unpro- 
duced, (which is little better than murder*) 
hundreds of their pofterity to the thou- 
fandth generation. Is not this a greater 
offence againft the public good than mine? 
Compel them then by law, either to mar- 
riage, or to pay double the fine of fornica- 
tion every year, What muft poor young 
women do, whom cuftom has forbid to fo- 
licit the men; and who cannot force them- 
felves upon hufbands, when the laws take 
no care to provide them any; and yet fe- 
verely punifh them if they do their duty 
without them; the duty of the firft and 
great command of Nature, and of Nature’s 
God, Increase and Muttirty; a duty 
from the fteady performance of which, 
nothing has been able to deter me, but for 
its fake I haye hazarded the lofs of the 
public efteem, and have frequently endured 
public difgrace and punifhment ; and there- 
fore ought, in my humble opinion, inftead 
of a whipping, to have a ftatue erected to 
my memory.” 

This, I think, muft fuffice to fatisfy the 


* This idea is evidently taken from Cyrano de 
Bergerac’s ‘‘Comical Hiftory of the States and 
Empires of the Sun” (8vo, London, 1687, p. 193), 
where a wife enters a ftrange complaint againft 
her hufband, accufing him of a double murder. 
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curiofity of moft of your readers, without 
having recourfe to the {peech itfelf. 
D. W.-F. 
Wituiamssurea, N. Y. 


JARVIS THE ARTIST. 


An aged friend tells me that he faw 
many years ago, in New York, a painting 
by Jarvis, defigned to ridicule Biihops Ho- 
bart and Moore, Rev. John M. Mafon, and 
others. Can any of your correfpondents 
give an account of this painting, where it 
is at prefent, and. any particulars of the 
artift ? B. 

Newsurcu, N. Y. 


MISS BURNEY’S EVELINA. 


Mifs Burney’s Evelina is well known to 
have been received with univerfal approba- 
tion when it firlt appeared. As a novel it 
unquettionably deferves all its reputation, 
though at its appearance all the tricks of 
puffery, which for thofe times correfpond 
to our modern publifhers’ fyftem of “‘ the 
puff collufive,” were ufed in its favor. In 
the firft place, it was faid to be the work 
of a young girl of feventeen, juft from 
fchool, when in faét Mifs Burney was al- 
moft ¢wenty-/even at the time of its publi- 
cation, ‘This faét firft appears in Madame 
D’Arblay’s Memoirs, all dates and data on 
the point having been carefully fuppreffed 
up to that time. In the Memoirs of Dr. 
Burney, edited by Madame D’Arblay, this 
courfe appears to have been fyftematically 
purfued. In fact, Madame D’Arblay, in 
her anxiety upon this point, feems to have 
rewritten her father’s Memoirs almoft en- 
tirely, and thus to have made a moft 
wretched book out of the materials for an 
excellent one. In the next place, it was 
told in “literary circles” of the time, that 
the great autocrat on all literary matters, 
the ponderous Johnfon, had fat up all night 
to read Evelina, and to this day this ftory 
is repeated, Now, I have read fomewhere 
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that Dr. Johnfon once confeffed he had 
never read Evelina. Where I read that 
fact I cannot now remember; and in my 
extremity I turn to your readers, and aik 
if any of them have ever feen the fame 
thing, and remember where they faw it? 


H OL. 
BALTIMORE. 


(NOTE OMITTED ON PAGE 6, NO. 1.) 


Vol. I. p. 550. Art. Sextimes AMaMa.— 
Note E. The Synods moved with the 
weight of his reafons, decreed, that fuch 
only fhould be admitted to the Minifiry 
as underftood at leaft in fome degree the 
Hebrew and the Greek of the Scripture. 

*© Who feeks the Court of Heaven muft Hebrew 

{peak ; 
At leaft work his falvation out in Greek. 
Priefts fo pedantic fancy that abode 
That moft muft have Interpreters to God.” 


**THE DROPSICAL MAN.” 


As I was looking the other day over 
Dodsley’s well-known Colleétion, I ftum- 
bled upon a poem, in the fixth volume, 
which Sir Walter Scott muft have read in 
his days of literary omnivoroufnefs, It was 
**'The Dropfical Man,” by Mr. W. 'Tay- 
lor, one whole line of which Scott has bor- 
rowed (of courfe, unconfcioufly) in Lady 
Heron’s Song in ‘‘ Marmion.” It is this: 
‘¢ With a jeft in his mouth, and a tear in his eye.” 


Scott’s verfion is as follows: 
“ With a fmile on her lips, and a tear in her eye.” 


A day or two later, I happened to take 
up the Songs of Samuel Lover, when, lo 
and behold! I came acrofs my old ac- 
quaintance again—this time a little ‘‘ dif- 
guifed,” though it was not to be wondered 
at, confidering the company he was in— 
Rory O’More’s. Here’s Mr. Lover’s ap- 
propriation : x 

‘ Reproof on her lip, but a fmile in her eye.” 

R. He S. 





